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Applicant should take notice that the examiner has provided copies of all 
references used in this office action as a courtesy to the applicant. Copies of US patent 
documents are not normally provided in office actions. The examiner did this so that 
applicant would have copies at his disposal. The examiner takes notice that this is 
being prosecuted "pro-se" by the applicant with no legal counsel of record. 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

For claim 1 , it is not clear what the actual method is that is being claimed. What 
specifically makes up the method and process that allows a shopper to do what is 
claimed. Just claiming the result that the method results in is not claiming anything 
specifically about the method that applicant is trying to patent. There must be some 
positively recited steps in the body of the claim that makes it clear what steps are 
covered by the method. Claim 2 is a good example of a claim that is much better in 
format and reads like a method claim should read. The claim is indefinite because it is 
not clear what the method is that is being claimed. The examiner has examined the 
claim as it is best understood. 
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For claim 2, the reference to "this inventions web site address" is not clear. No 
web site of any kind has been claimed in claim 1 , so it is not clear what web site is being 
referred to here. 

For claim 3, there is a period at the end of line 2. Is this where the claim ends? 
The examiner does not know what to make of lines 3-5. A claim is only allowed to be 
one sentence long, so it ends at the period of line 2. It is not clear if applicant is trying 
to claim the subject matter of lines 3-5 or not. 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by the 
disclosure of Markopoulos et al. (20020184102). 

Applicant is claiming an Internet based system that allows a shopper to view 
product inventories from different stores, and obtain pricing information about various 
products. The indications of prices are suggestions as to where to get the best price. 
While it is not very clear what the actual method is that is being claimed (see 1 12,2 nd 
rejection), the invention as it is best understood by the examiner is disclosed in this 
reference. In paragraphs 3 and 4, there is discussion about what are called "shopbots". 
These are Internet based programs that collect product data from various merchants 
and makes it available to shoppers. This allows shoppers to review price comparisons 
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for various products sold by different merchants. Paragraph 4 specifically mentions 
prior art Internet web sites that offer this service. Markopoulos is also directed to this 
kind of system where an Internet web site is used. The concept of allowing shoppers to 
conduct price comparisons by using an Internet web site is known in the art. Paragraph 
4 specifically mentions that fact that groceries are items that can be shopped for on the 
Internet by using some of these shopper price comparison web sites that are known in 
the art. This clearly involves the use of an Internet browser as is claimed in claim 2. As 
far as what is claimed in claim 3, the use of computers to disseminate product 
information and pricing information as disclosed by the reference inherently requires the 
use of databases as claimed. The databases are required to be able to store the data 
regarding the inventories of various merchants and the pricing information for various 
products. The system that is disclosed in the specification and claimed is already 
known in the prior art and is not a novel invention. The examiner has reviewed the 
entire disclosure and does not take notice of anything that would constitute allowable 
subject matter that can be considered novel. 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Dworkin (US 4992940) discloses a system that allows a shopper 
to do price comparisons by using a computer. This is very relevant to what is disclosed 
and claimed. The article "Kroger sues price-checking outfit" discloses that there was an 
attempt to start a web site where grocery store price comparisons were provided to 
customers by using the Internet. This is essentially what applicant has disclosed. 
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6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dennis Ruhl whose telephone number is 571-272-6808. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Weiss can be reached on 571-272-6812. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




DENNIS RUHL 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



